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- The ch1ef 1ns:|.stence of the educat:.onal reform that
: Pete:: Ramus initiated in the sixteenth century in Bhgland was that
~ the liberal ‘arts should exist as- ‘separate and distinct disciplines,
- divided from one another. He split the old rhetorical laws to avoid
duplxcat:.on between dialectic and rhetoric and thus influenced the
- style of - preach:mg found in the Puritan churches in England and New
__England, giving impetus to plainness and suphcltx of expression in .
- public discourse. Ramus®s influence in Puritan discourse was dominant .
-during the early years of New England settlement but began to decline
—-from 1660 onward, several decades before the period others have
_suggested, . Expository discourse reflect:.ng his influence prevailed in
” the- speaking of the first settlers, but the imprecatory style
- - attained growing- s:.gnuf:.cance durmg the last deades of the R L
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RAHIS'I' RHBTORIC AND 'I‘HB PURITAN DILE!MA

Beginning with hie l‘raininLin Dialectic published in ff,
T “’1543, Pctér Ram inaugurated an educational. retorll at thc Unive"» -

eity of Pario which had £ar-reaching infl.uence in Bngland. The
chief inliotence of hia reforn vas that the l.iberal. arts should |
- exiot as aeparate and independent diaciplinea ’ rigidl.y defined -

. and jealouol.yJ divided from one-another. To avoid any hint of :
duphcation between the diecipl.inea of dialectic and rhetoric. ;:1

Ramus broke apart the ancient rhetorical conon, assigning inven-a ]
tion and arrangement to dial.ectic. In 1543, Ralus announced
that his col.league, Onar Talon, woul.d aubaequently provide a co'ﬂm
pl.imentary treatlent o£ rhetoric Talon responded in 1545 withfﬂ
:‘gaini_t_lg in antogz. a treatiae which in ite handl:.ng of rhetoric
reveal.ed Tal.on'e conplote dedication o Rama .1 -

Bvidence o£ the inﬂ.uence theae works had in England is 3

! £ound in the "pl.ain atyl.e" of Puritan preaching which was nur-

tured hy non-conforlliot l.ecturera at Caubridge and practiced bv -

- ~—c1ergynen in both England and New England. Pl.ainneea or slmpll-
e city of expreooion had periodical.l.y eurfaced aince antiquity as
oA deeirable goal in rhetoric, but Ranu: gave it an inpetua it h.:l

) “not received oince the Patriatic Era. Walter Ong aetute].y
= ohserveo that the pl.ain otyl.e ‘Was not preecribed by Ramist rhet-

oric, but that it wao mde inev itable by the whole nontal. setting
R which conatitutcl mim.
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S ,‘ ~ Students of colon1al dlscourse have cons1dered Ramlsm o
cr1t1cal in understand:.ng the theory behmd Puritan speakmg.r
X 7 7 "Durmg the £1rst century of Amerlcan colonlzatlon, " says Warren

Guthrle, “Peter Ramus seemed almost to domlnate the th1nlc1ng of .

,—Ramist rhetor:.c in America contmued untll about: l730 several

.- he colonlsts."3 Perry M:Lller suggests that "the dommant rhetor-
% '1cal system in thevﬁewfl;‘.‘n—g.and Acoloﬁes . .A . was def1n1tely the S
- ; . B '—Ramist" system.‘h Moreover, Guthr1e concludes that the per1od of
1
3

) 'decades after W1lbur Samuel Howell marks 1ts decllne in England 5
o However, after a study of publ:.c d:l.scourse from the Bay
Colony, 1 have observed that Ramus' :Lnfluence, wtule domlnant dur-
:.ng the early years of settlement, e;*perlenced a rapld and 31gnl-’ .7:
ficart decllne among clergymen of the second and third genera- :
7t;.ons. , Th:l.s marks the pomt of dechne from 1.660 onward some 70

e years earl:.er than Guthr:.e and others have suggested 1 shall

- try to- prov1de some observatlons about the messages whlch lead me h

o th:l.s conclus1on. My purpose here is to deduce from rhetorlcal

'f, pract:.ce impl:.cations about rhetor1cal tneory. - : R

-
ey

After examlnmg some 260 seventeenth-century publ:.cations,

o wh1ch represent 1nd1v 1dual sermons as well as collect:i.ons,6 ) 4
- have 1dent1f1ed three general types, k:Lnds, or genres of publlc

dlscourse--exposltory, imprecatory, and hortatory. For present

) jpurposes, I am concerned with only the expository and J.mprecatory

- Y - ‘genres, *whlch represent on a hypothet ical continuum the generlc

- extremes.?
ji The Ram:l.st perspective brought about an expository dig~
‘ g 7 ;,course which reflects extraordinary concern for d1chotomous pat-

j‘j@ 1 fw of malysis. Mer:ﬁ.tj.ng ireputc ;for an unusual—ly long sequence}




o of addresses 3 Samuel w:.llard' s Mercy-Majnlf:.ed demonstrates the

i R mconsequent:.al. contmu:l.ty of thought such patterns produced 8

;—A:In 28 sermons flll:l.ng a total of 391 pages, W:l.llard Journeys

7through @ mere 22 verses (Luke 15:11-32) which tell the Parable
i -~ of the Prod:.gal Sotr Wh:.le the narratlve of b1bl:.cal events pro- 7' :

'gduces a he:.ghtenmg drama over the whole serles, an aroused sense” i

M ; .of ant:l.c:l.pat:l.on qu:l.ckly d1381pates when looking at any one ser-

mon. Ind:l.v:.dual sermons possess l:.ttle orgam.c uru.ty., One mes- —

;'sage often run&;mto another w:l.th only arb:.trar:.ly marked d:.v i~ )

*810118 between them. {"; ' _,;:jf SRR j P i
h In the expos:.tory genre, another Ram:.st affin:.ty is ampll-
f1catlon through defmltlon. In 1652 R:.chard Mather publlshed B .

7 | a sermon based on a text from Genes:.s.g, Not only in the openmg

but also when ampl:.fy:.ng the doctrine, Mather employs def1n1tions f

extens:l.vely. - Hls dependence on defin1t1on, wh:|.ch produces the
e styl:.st:.c equatlons so common in expos1tory d:.scourse, is exem-;"~ E
7p11f1ed in hJ.s remarks on- Just:.ficat:.on. r"Just:.flcat:.on is a
’*Judlclary act,'f ‘he says; nit is opposed to condemn .« + o and so

1t d:.ffers from sanctif:.catmn.,. . .10 Mather xs declarative 7
"'A;‘_*‘ ) 1n 1anguage and th:.nks himself unequ:.Vocal, but c:.rcumlocat:.ons -

' :f:'easlly d1ss1pate the ,i.mpact of his though‘t.r-l-le repeats key -equa-'i
. - f,:t:l.ons to- reinforce the message and enhance its recall. "A man

. 'cannot 3ust1£1e himself," he says. "Hence it followeth that . .

3
4
7’;7 T &}
§ to Justif:.cation once obteyned, can not be lost. o o o Man once juse
A= 5; e -

» ,:;tifled shall mnever loose hlB Just:.f:.ed estat{ ~ nor fall from it,"ll

: Mather clenches the thought with words which, in a rhythm of thei.r

l;own, Mpart a qu:l.et conf:.dence to the doctrine of election. In
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' Ramlst fash1on, hls tone 1s obJectlve, h1s development abstract,

,and hls style d1f£used and repetltious. H1s arrows- of truth are

. [

,,f{ In contrast the referent1al nature of 1mprecatory d1s- ,

course is- apparent, for example, when,CottonAMather selzed a rare
{ —

opportunlty, 'uﬂon the news of an 1nvasion by bloody Ind1ans and o

Frenchmen," to address hnmself to immedlate c1v11 and soc1al pro- .

blems. In thls sermon, ent1tled The Present State‘of New Eﬁgr

_land, and de11vered 1n l690, he declares the needs and advantages

of a publlc sp1r1t in every man,'"especlally, at such a t1me as

:thls "12 t - S 77:7, L . .\7

-

slnce the speech,lacks the dlchotomles or. balanced d1V1-

. slons so character1st1c of Ramlst,rhetorlc, 1t takes on an up-

dated appearance of continuous, sequentlal d1scourse. As 1s—true

of other imprecatory speeches, Mather s language reflects a low-
level abstractlon and vehemency of style seldom found in exposla
tory dlscourse, Thls quallty is apparent, for example, when he

tells of Haman's anger after Mordecal,refused to bow. "Now the -

- bloody Revenge of th1s Hellish Monster," says Mather, "prompted

Py

him to pursue . o e the utter Desolatlon and Extirpation, of the-

whole Natlon Mordeca1 was of: one Lark w1ll not f£ill the belly

of such a Vulture. "13

—‘i, The sermon's remalnlng parts functlon to develop‘a un1ty
among listeners who, in turn, will rally to. the defense of neigh-
boring settlers. The speaker examines the sin that would cause

failure, and d1rects an appeal to his l1steners for se1f~exam1na-

tion. Each responds to the needs of God's people, or else he is

.
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’vHenven upon? The Example that is before thee in thls young wan”

>.tc d1e groundedly comfortably is a great work.

,ough what thou hast to do, man, when Death comes thou wilt not

Afinde it 1s too well done."17 The initial rhyme, the alliteration,

tha most contemptuous of hellhounds. Mathervidentifies this sin .. i. ' e

as psrsonal selflshness. "Tho! {men of pr1Vate splrlt],can spend

_ .many Pounds ln a year upon a . pernxclous Lust," he declares, "they

wctld not care. tho' the House of the1r.Ne1ghbours were Burnt, if

In a funeral sermon for an e1ghteen-yearuold‘youth, Samuel

WaL eman. demonstrates the aston1sh1ng directness of 1mprecatory

dzscourse.ls The text, from Eccleslastes 12 l, "Remember now thy
',Crea*or in the dayes of thy youth," was sugges;ed by the deceased : Sy
—hamself. Wakeman's stralghtforward approsch to an aud:ence i o -
boccmcs v1v1d when he asks, "Art thou Fifteen,.81xteen, ighteen ;;" -
Yh?r° old? is 1t too great an adventure, measurlng thystfe by cee
ithy Image and Constltutlon .-a .« to run hazard -of - thy Hopes for

(whom Dsath scarce suffered to be called a man) may convince thee

cl the contrary. -0 who would not: be always ready, when his sum-'-.

‘—mones are soO exceed1ng uncertain "15

o

But - a br1ef moment later, Wakeman closes the address in a |

\mnu'

manner that 111ustrates the boltlng vehemency of style in 1mpre~

'catory d1scourse. "0 Sirs," he»excla1ms, "Dylng tlmes are Trying

t*mes, to d1e causlesly confidently I am afrald is too common, but R

. 0 do, do thor-~

2=y

g

,Lhe thumping accents of stress-crowded rhythm, and repetious

Tcxclamat1ons all combine to batter the w1ts and impart a swelling

_sense of urgency,to the sermon,

Such 1nst1nctive expressions




combined with the;visceral'thruStTofugarish examples, produce a

splrited response w1th1n a unifled audlence E - : 7
After examinrng these sermons from a generic perspective,

I have observed that the exposltory genre clearly reflects tenets

of Ramlst rhetoric The tone one flnds in these sermons is that 7

~o£ a speaker who establishes an obJectlve, antiseptic relationship

' ¥

w1th his subJect The speaker str1ves to make his message remem-

(bered, and the speech 1s often characterized by persistent repe-
:tltion at p01nts of lelSlon rather than by sequences of argument

iThe message can usually be trimmed to order, more or less casually,

without any. revlsion of its overall 1nternal organization. It is

‘ 'frequently given in series. Its style is diffused, usually in thef'
'jmanner of an equatlon and a series of parallel terms, often exhi- '
Vbltxng some common element of form The structure is ordinarily ;7

'apnarent, or even bold The message is develOped at a high level ‘

Vol abstraction, primarily through textual exegesis and with a

_thorough bibllcal orlentation. The speech stands forth on its own

‘1n an 1mmediate cultural vacuum. It isvdistinctively contextual,

‘self—enclosed, non-referential, and intramural The overall rhe-
—torical effect is that a sub1ect be regarded a certain way. The
speech iteelf tends to be functional in nature, didactic, instruc-f

'tive, informative. This discourse represents a genre in which the

Ramist affinity for rational analysis prevails to the neglect of

'all else.‘

In comparison, the imprecatory: genre is far removed from

wtha austerity of expository discourse; and the difference_suggests'

7that Remist values have lost their holdlon oolonial speakers,




e

-
1

e O b i it

« o
TN I My Oe 1

Fiick Lol

-
savpepi
AT TR ey

. f -
. . "
L
. 'ﬂm.w,r?ffﬁ&,hﬂw}*.";‘W%,.,.W‘;t"‘ N
b ” M "

7

Within the 1mprecatory genre, the speaker does not seek so much-

to induce anyone ‘to remember the parts of,his message as to 1nvoke i

concurrence The genre reveals a maximum effort to produce

\‘
belief, having a persuasive.goal, albeit a uniQuely conceived one.
The overall rhetorical effect is that the listener regard himself:,

in a certain way. Through this intensified self-awareness, the

tspeech creates a mental disposition aimed at leading the hearer 7

L

7kineticaBly toward a response. e :: ’i:’: o
o In contrast to- expository discourse, where. the speaker sub-

mits himself more. to the dictates of his subJect, the imprecatory

, }speakerxexerts greater control over his materials. The speech is

fprimarily subJective in tone, and possesses greater concreteness
lin development through the use of comparisons ‘and examples,
;especially from contemporary or - familiar settings, and through less
éuse of allegory. Though offering a reasoned pattern of th ht,
imprecatory discourse moves through inferential immediacy and emo-
itional intensity to create a climax, Employing stimulating sus-
2pensions with prominent subordinating constructions, the style 7
5cxeates a constant ‘gense of progress and climax, Climax is fur-
Vther enhanced through visceral inter jections" and exclamations.
iwith an unusual degree of speaker involvement, the address reveals
fa highly self-conscious;performance. Imprecatory discourse is
junspoiled from. the earlier evidences of dialecticism, and Ramist
~rhetoric proves increasingly inadequate in describing the theore-
A;tical assumptions characterizing it.
My suspicion that Ramus' influence waned earller than some

fhave believedtis based on the observation that expository discourse
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S prevails in the speaking of the first settlers, and that the -
: imprecatory genre, which reveals diminishing Ramist influence,

f
h 2 a

evolves as an increasingly prominent type of. discourse during

”[subsequent decades.18 This does not mean that expository dis- :

e

o "course does not exist among later generations-it does exist--~ .
' V,but the 1mprecatory genre acquires growing significance as the

" last decades of the seventeenth century pass. —During this laterj

|
.
P SR AT

:‘period most speeches which found their way into-print fall out-
;4} A ] ' side the realm of expository discourse and in the province of 7
o E either a hortatory or imprecatory genre. 7 o ,
) Once the social climate of the first generation changed 7
,1colonia1 orators faced the dilemma,of maintaining loyalty to the’
; rhetorical forms of John Cotton and Richard Mather, or else
R | ' ; altering the nature of their discourse’ to fit contemporary audi-
o ences.19 Remaining loyal to the rhetorical values of the first -
fEsettlers implied-a decline in the ministers' effectiveness and .
iﬁrelevance among subsequent generations., To turn.instesd to the
“gpirited forms of persuasive discourse implied a continual role
~dn molding the social and intellectual consciousness of New
_England. To the rhetor who found himself in the context of a
,;changing social order, the Ramist perspective to rhetoric
.7—apparently lacked fruitfulness.‘
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1 Walter J. ong, Ramus, lfethd, and the Décaz of Dislogue
’(cmbridge, Mass,: Harvard University Preu, 1958), p. 270;
retri Rami Veromandui Dialecticae institutionea, ad cehbarri.mn

ansmmp (?aric:l:l.-

Iacobua Bogarduc, 1543) Audimri 1&1»1 Vergg;gﬂ, Ing;nm;ignu
gratoriae, ad gel.eberrinam et 111ustgigci.nm Megg zghig;:m
Mm (Par:lai:ls. Iacobus Bognrduc ’ 15105)., Lnter editionc of 1
the two works by Ramuc and '.l‘al.on are availabl.e 4n Univerai'y
Microfilm's Britiah and Continental Rhetoric and El.ocuticn _
Ser:l.es. For 1nformtion about other edit:lor. and ve:giong, , see

Ong's Ramus _and Tal.on Inventorx (cambridge, Hau.. HanVard Uni-

,*

2. Ong, aamu-, nethod, and the Decaz of niaxogg p. 285. <

3 Warren Guthrie ’ "Rhetorical Theory :ln colon:l.nl. Axnerica,"

:I.n Histor of S - ech Education in 7Anericu' Background Stud:l.es,

ed., Karl. R, Wal.lace (New York- Appl.eton, century, croft, 1954),
p. 48.

4 Perry Mill.er, ‘l‘he New Eggland Hind. Thgf Sernteenth

: Qéntu:z, 1 (Boston*‘ Beacon, 1961}, 313.
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5 Guthrie, p..v. 48-49; Wilbur Samuel Howell, "Ramus and

Engliah Rhetoric' 1574-1681, " Q.\_a_rterlz Jourml. of Sgsech. 37

(1951), 299-310; and !lowell., I.ogig and Rhetog:lc 1n Bnghnd, 1500-
1700 (New York: Russell & Russell, 1961), p. 280.

6 a convei\:le;\t ducription of these addresses can be found
:I.n Robert M. Benton, "An Annotatcd check Lict of Puritan Sermons
Pnblhhed in m::lca before 1700 " Bul.l.et:ln of the New York

f_a

7 A conpl.ete deccription of. theoe genrea is avail.able in my
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"'Rhetorical Genrea “in- Earl.y merican Public Address, 1652-1700,"

Din. u\iv. o£ ﬂkhhonn 1971, pp. 75-123.

-

T

8 Hercz-lh‘nitied on a Penitent mg al (Boston: Sanfuel

i 9 Richatd Mather. 'l‘he Sunme of cgrta:ln Sermonc (Boaton-
Suuel. Green, 1652)

"~1°*ugl’urd Mather, p. 6.

N

- ) ‘s - . . {
11 Richard Mather, p. 7, _

12 Cotton Mather, The Present State of New England (Cambridge,
Hnu.. Sanuel Green. 1690). p. 1.

-

" 13 Cotton. Mather, p. 4.

14 Cotton Mather, pp. 22-23,
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15 Samuel Wakeman, A Young_Man's Legacy to the R131p_g

: Generatmn (Cambridge, Mass,.: Marmaduke Johnson, 1673), p. 41,

-

16 Wakeman, p, 44. s

. 17 Jakeman, p. 45.

18 Relevant to ‘this concl.us:.on is Eugene E, White's recent:

- ':coment that: "Purn:ans were not: t:he thoroughgomg Ram1st:s that

,V;Perry Mﬂ.l.er and w:.lbur Howell have contended " Wh:l.te promises

AA\-,..e,,

- t:o develop hls st:atement m a book now in preparauon. See h:l.s

”"%f,Southern Ill:mo:.s Um.versxty Press, 1972), P. 17.

19 The changing social cont:ext faced by ministers is wel.l

descrlbed in David D. Hal.l's The Fa:.thful Shepherd. A H—J.storz

of' t:he New Engl.and Muu.s try in t:he Sevem:eenth Cenm (Chapel.

ai _Hill, N.C.: University of North Carolina Press, 1972).

a:Purlt:an Rhetorict _The Issues of Emot::.on in RehLon (Carbonda1e° ‘




